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Cold comfort from 
the conferences 


Of the recent round of party conferences, 
perhaps only that of the Conservatives at 
Brighton is worthy of comment — the others 
being affairs which, from the standard of 
debate, it is difficult to take with the slightest 
seriousness. 

The Tory conference lived up to its usual 
reputation as a gigantic jamboree of mutual 
admiration, with potentially contentious 
issues conveniently excluded from the agenda 
and with the final scene consisting of loud 
hymns of praise to the Tribal Deity of the 
1980s. In fact Mrs. Thatcher’s closing speech 
was, except to the carefully recruited 
conference herd, thoroughly predictable, 
depressingly uninspiring and yawningly 
banal. Perhaps the phrase which typified the 
level of oratory achieved was when the Prime 
Minister, when speaking of the possibility of 
Labour breaking free of union control, 
concluded with the words: ‘‘Not on your 
Todd! The amused delight of platform and 
floor at this masterpiece, of wit somehow 
reflected the standards of the whole 
proceedings though, speaking for 
ourselves, the natural reaction at such a 
moment would have been to rush to the 
windows to take a gulp of the recuperative 
Brighton air! 
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Much of the same quality of cut and thrust 
was displayed throughout the rest of the 


speech, such as when the Iron Lady said of 
Neil Kinnock that for a time at the Labour 


conference it would seem as if he would call 


his memoirs ‘‘I did it her way.’’ More gurgles 


of laughter and pleasure from the floor. 
Hundreds of faces lit up at the magnificence 


- of the rhetoric. Smug grins and titters from 


the platform nearby. Ugh! 

The one note of discord in this well orches- 
trated symphony of self-congratulation came 
when former Prime Minister Edward Heath 
mounted the podium to remind delegates that 
the purpose of the Common Market was to 
achieve federal union in Europe. Now this 
magazine car never be accused of being a 


Supporter or admirer of Mr. Heath — in fact» 


we have always detested the man and 
everything he has stood for — but here we 
have to say that he was being consistent with 
his beliefs and much closer to reality than 
most others present at the conference. Those 
who heckled him, on the other hand, simply 
showed that they fail utterly to understand 
what the European Community is about and 
persist in deluding themselves that Britain can 
remain a member of it while declining to 
participate in the ultimate political union that 
has always been its final purpose. 
Noticeable at the Conservative conference, 
as — naturally — at all the other conferences, 
was the complete ommision of any discussion 
of the issue of race and immigration. It would 
seem, from this neatly arranged agenda, that 
that issue has now disappeared as a subject of 
concern to the British public — an assump- 
tion so far from the truth that it labels the 
conference organisers either as people living 


in a dream world or as deliberate deceivers 


whose claim to represent the ideals of 
‘democracy’ is pure fraud. 

It is not without interest that one of the 
fringe meetings being held nearby at the time 
was one addressed by Mr. Enoch Powell, 
during which the speaker stood firmly by his 
predictions of 20 years ago of the ghastly 
consequences of Britain’s multi-racial policy. 
We have spoken to people who were present 
at that meeting, and they have testified that 
the hall was packed to capacity with many 
people unable to get in. The meeting received 


TRIBAL DEITY TAKES THE SALUTE 
All we got from Mrs. Thatcher at Brighton 
was the ancient platitude and the schoolgirl 
pun 


scant and derisory coverage in the press and 
was unreported on television. Meanwhile, 
other fringe gatherings in which the speakers 
addressed half- and three-quarter-empty 
halls, were dutifully given the media 
coverage that is reserved for events of 
widespread public interest. 


Why privatisation? 

Cecil Parkinson, now seemingly back well 
within the party pale after his bedtime frolics 
of a few years previously, brought what The 
Daily Telegraph described as ‘‘the week’s 
biggest cheer’’ when he said at the conference 
that “‘there must be no no-go areas for private 
enterprise.” Together with this there were 
announced plans to sell of the coal industry to 
private ownership and suggestions that the 
railways and roads would be next on the list. 

What is noticeable about all the sectors of 
industry that have been privatised in recent 
years — steel and telephone services being 
just two examples — is that all of them were 
operating at a high level of profitability as 
public concerns before privatisation was 
imposed upon them. This prompts the 
question: why switch over to the private 
sector enterprises that seem to work perfectly 
profitably while functioning as part of the 
public sector? Surely, the whole point in 
altering an industry from a public one to a 
private one is that it has functioned badly and 
unprofitably in the former capacity. In that 
case, it might — and we stress might — 
function better as part of the private enterprise 
system. ieee VANA 

But when a sector of industry has 
functioned perfectly satisfactorily as a state- 
controlled enterprise surely that is the best 
argument for leaving it where it is. 

This tendency to sell off going public’ 
concerns to the private sector is indicative of 
the difference between the Tory and the 
Nationalist conceptions of industry. To us, 
whether a concern should be publicly or 


privately owned is a matter of national 


se 


utility, and nothing else; and in keeping with 
that principle we believe that the only 
justification in changing the status of an 
industry from public to private (or vice versa) 
is when it is running unprofitably in its 
existing form. To Tories, on the other hand, 
the issue between  publicly-owned and 
privately-owned industry is an ideological 
one. Tory ideology requires that everything 
be privately owned, quite regardless of 
whether it is in the national interest that it 
should be. In this respect the Tories are as 
much the slaves to their own ideological 
dogmas as the socidlists whom they accuse as 
such. | 

What is not mentioned in all this, of course, 
is that the sale to the private sector of these 
profitable national resources represents a big 
money-spinner to the Government, raising 
revenue which otherwise would have to be 
raised by taxation or borrowing. In effect, it 
amounts to the squandering of wealth which 
belongs to the nation itself in order to make a 
quick buck to pay immediate bills. This is 
what Mrs. Thatcher would call ‘sound house- 
keeping’. We call it the economics of the 
casino. | 


The cause of inflation 


Chancellor Lawson, as part of his contrib- 
ution to the Brighton conference, warned the 
delegates that inflation is on the rise and that 
therefore interest rates would stay high and 
‘‘borrowers should exercise discipline.’’ 

The Chancellor, perhaps without knowing 
it, was making an admission of the true 
cause of the inflationary tendency. The 


: popular view of inflation is that it is the result 


of the Government ‘‘printing too much 
money.’’ But if this were so what would 
interest-rates have to do with it? According to 
‘orthodox’ economists, when money is 
borrowed it is merely being transferred from 
one owner to another — that is to say it is 
money already in existence and therefore 
should have no inflationary effect, as that 
effect only results from new money being 
created. 

But of course inflation does result from 
borrowing — under the system as it is in 
reality, because the reality is that money, 
when borrowed from the banking sector, is in 
fact created by the banks themselves — from 


out of nothing. When interest rates are low, 


borrowing is high. And when borowing is 
high more and more money is being brought 
into the economy which did not previously 
exist. That of course is inflationary. 

When Mr. Lawson says that interest rates 
must be raised in order to curb inflation, he is 
in fact using what are mere code words to 
state that borrowing must be reduced in order 
to reduce the amount of new money being fed 
into the economy. So we do not need ‘funny 
money’ theorists or ‘financial cranks’ to tell 
us that the banks create money out of nothing 
when they lend it to borrowers. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has admitted as 
much himself! | 


Northern Ireland: another 
substitute for action 
_ The latest move by the Government to give 


the impression that it ‘means business’ in 
Northern Ireland is to place a ban on the 


. sensible and sound policy 


broadcasting of interviews by the spokesmen 
of groups deemed to be ‘terrorist’ or ‘support- 
ing terrorism’. Not only has it included the 
IRA and Sinn Fein in this category (as is quite 
proper) but it has extended the category to 
embrace loyalist paramilitary organisations 


‘as well. 


The latter inclusion is, to say the least, 
curious. The loyalist.paramilitaries do not kill 
or maim servicemen or members of the other 
security forces, nor — least of all — do they 
murder innocent civilians. They have been 
brought into being solely as a defensive 
response to a republican terror that govern- 
ment after government has lacked the will to 
tackle properly. Last but not least, the loyalist 
paramilitaries are, whether we realise it or 
not, on our side — that is to say the side of 
British sovereignty over Northern Ireland. 
They are defending British territory in default 
of the Government’s resolve to defend it. 

As far as the ban on broadcasts by the IRA 
and Sinn Fein is concerned, this would be a 
were it part of a 
much broader campaign to fight republican 
terror and eliminate that terror (and indeed 
republicanism in any shape or form) from the 
map. But it is no such thing. It is merely an 
isolated gesture which will do very little, if 
anything, to change public opinion on the 
Northern Ireland question, as those who 
sympathise with the terrorists will still most 
certainly continue to do so quite regardless of 
whether they have a voice on radio and 
television or not. 

In the meantime ‘the half-baked, softly- 
softly policies in all other sectors concerned 
will carry on as before. 

This magazine very rarely agrees with the 
public pronouncements of Shadow Home 
Secretary Roy Hattersley, but we have to 
endorse his comment that this latest Govern- 
ment move is simply ‘‘designed to give the 
illusion, rather than the reality, of activity.” 
For that is exactly what it is. It should be 
treated with the derision that it deserves. 


They’re all in it together 


A local authority in the South of England 
has adopted a plan to monitor ‘racism’ among 
three- and four-year-olds. If these toddlers so 
much as make a ‘racist’ remark in their school 
playgrounds it will all be recorded on file and 
will go to make a dossier on each such culprit. 
This new ‘anti-racist’ drive will reach into 
more than 600 nurseries, schools and colleges 
in the area concerned. Head teachers have 
been asked to ensure that the ‘anti-racist’ 
message is put across everywhere — from 
college tutorials down to stories told in 
primary school assemblies. 

Just another ‘loony left’ council at it again? 
Well, not exactly. The local authority 
concerned is Hertfordshire County Council, 
and the scheme is backed by all the three 
parties represented on the council, Tories and 
Democrats as well as Labour. 

This hélps to dispose of a popular myth: 
that the crazy drive towards ‘anti-racism’, in 
which vast sums of public money are being 
spent on brainwashing people of all ages and 
persecuting those who dare to resist the new 
multi-racial order, is merely a creation of the 
far left of politics. In fact Tories, Democrats, 
Social Democrats and others support the drive 
with equal commitment — though occasion- 
ally some Tories rail against one or two of its 


more absurd manifestations, and then mainly 
because they bring the good cause of multi- 
racialism into disrepute. 

Some publicity has been given to the ‘anti- 
racist’ witchhunts conducted by some local 
authority housing departments against 
council tenants accused of ‘racist’ tendencies, 
which have included eviction orders against 
those tenants merely on the basis of some 
complaint (albeit unproven) by a coloured 
neighbour. Again the assumption has been 
that only Labour-controlled local authorities 
are involved in this pernicious practice. In 
fact one of the authorities in the London area 
that has been up to its neck in the foul pursuit 
is Wandsworth Borough Council, which is a 
Tory-controlled’ body. And in some other 
areas similar schemes operated by Labour- 
controlled councils have had the backing of at 
least some members of the Tory minorities on 
those councils. 

In an article in our June issue, headed 
‘When our enemy’s enemy is not our friend’, 
we put the spotlight on Tory ‘anti-racism’, 
which is just as vile and treacherous as the 
Labour kind and whose practitioners differ 
from their Labour counterparts only 
(sometimes) over questions of tactics, not 
about the end result to be pursued. 

And it should not be forgotten that this 
Editor, together with the Editor of our allied 
publication British Nationalist, was 
prosecuted (later to be imprisoned) on ‘the 
orders of an official of the present Thatcher 
Government for the heresy of writing and 
printing material unfavourable to the multi- 
racial society. The fact is that they’re all-in it 
together — Labour, Tories, the lot. The next 
time that some pipsqueak Conservative raises 
an objection to the ‘anti-racist’ madness he 
should be reminded that he is only protesting 
against the stink of his own party’s manure. 


Do drop in for tea! 


Prince Charles, so we are informed, will be 
celebrating his 40th birthday this month by 
holding a bumper party in what was once a 
Birmingham tram shed. The event, according 
to The Daily Mail (October 6th) ‘‘will 
resound to, the beat of West Indian steel 
bands, as he (Charles) celebrates with 1,500 
young people.’’ 

_The same report went on to say that ‘‘many 
of those invited will include young black 
people caught up in the 1982 Handsworth 
riots...” 

This news, if true, comes as no surprise, of 
course. It is thoroughly in character for the 
miserable specimen who has been inflicted 
upon us as the heir to the British Throne to 
mark his birthday in this manner. The Mail 
report, naturally, is rather genteel in its 
language when it refers to some of the 
Prince’s guests being ‘‘caught up’’ in the riots 
at Handsworth. Putting it in plain English, 
Charlie is in fact hoping that his guests will 
include a generous complement of vicious 
black thugs who terrorised a:neighbourhood, 
caused considerable damage to persons and 
property, looted and burned and caused 
damage running into millions of pounds. It 
does not seem odd to our Prince of Wales that 
he should be entertaining creatures of this 
kind, instead of a selection of the best of 
British youth, such as, for instance, young 
soldiers who fought to free the Falklands. 
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PARADE OF THE MIDGETS 


As politics, in Britain and abroad, throw up a succession of 
dwartish candidates for office, JEFFREY TURNER asks: can 
the West, under present conditions, produce the 
leadership needed for its survival? 


BRITISH T.V. VIEWERS were treated to 
a moment of pure burlesque a short time 
ago when they witnessed a confrontation 
on television between the two vice- 
presidential candidates in the current US 
election. One of the candidates, Mr. Daniel 
Quayle, who was the running mate of the 
Republican contender George Bush, was 
asked what would be his first action on 
becoming President should some 
contingency occur which forced him into 
that office. For a few seconds lost for words 
entirely, he blurted out that he would start 
by saying a prayer, and then followed this 
With a package of waffle that left listeners 
unconvinced that he had a single serious 
political idea in his head. 

There followed, according to the news- 
papers, an agonising post-mortem in which 
the Republican campaign advisers earnestly 
debated with each other as to whether Mr. 
Quayle’s pathetic performance had handed 
the election to the opposite camp. This 
appears not now to be likely, however, as 
latest poll figures reveal George Bush to be 
well ahead of his rival in the presidential 
stakes. So. it does look after all as if the 
bumbling and, quite obviously, out-of-his- 
depth Senator Quayle will after all occupy his 
country’s second highest office. Such a 
prospect must be unnerving to many 
Americans. 

But Mr. Quayle’s inadequacies should not 
be singled out too much, for all of the 
candidates in both the primaries and the final 
run-off, revealed a depressing mediocrity that 
must leave people wondering how it is that, 


out of America’s 240 millions, men of greater 
stature cannot be found. 

Nor should we in Britain complacently 
assume that this is just an American problem. 
A look at the present political galaxy in our 
Own country reveals candidates for national 
leadership of a calibre in no way superior. 
That Mrs. Thatcher has been able to achieve 
such a domination as she has exercised over 
public life during the 1980s is a commentary, 
not so much on her own qualities or record, as 
on the pitiful absence of rivals in the field, 
whether these be in her own party or in the 
parties of the parliamentary opposition. 
President Ronald Reagan, himself not exactly 
one of history’s great political giants, did at 
least make one perceptive comment when 
once he said that Maggie was ‘‘the best man 
Britain has.’’ Looking at the personalities 
comprising the remainder of the Tory 
hierarchy, one can indeed see what he meant: 
one suspects an indubitably higher presence 
of the elements of manhood in the PM than in 
any of her Cabinet colleagues, who look as if 
they would be hard pushed to produce a single 
male hormone between them. 

Nor is it any different in the ranks of 
Labour. The party is now led by one who is 
manifestly a total second-rater whose sole 
talent is in the realm of platform verbiage. His 
ascendency in his party is due to the very 
same factor as that of his Tory counterpart: 
that other contenders for the leadership are 
even worse. Looking at the personages who 
have at some time been involved in the 
Labour chieftaincy stakes, from Michael 
Meacher to Tony Benn, and from Roy 


DEMOCRACY’S PRODUCTS 


Bag of wind Kinnock (below) and ‘Action Man’ Ashdown (right) 


Hattersley to John Prescott, one finds this 
depressing reality underlined in bold print. 

Then, casting one’s eyes over what 
remains of the Westminster spectrum, who 
have we? The smirking Dr. Owen, who has 
changed his political act several times over 20 
years in order to find the missing formula for 
the fulfilment of his obviously insatiable 
personal ambition to be top dog in British 
politics? Or the new ‘action man’ from 
Yeovil, Mr. Paddy Ashdown, who 
demonstrated in a recent party political 
broadcast that, beyond the much repeated 
assertion that ‘‘we must go forward,’’ what 
he had to say about the current political 
situation could be written on the back of a 14p 
postage: stamp. 

Elsewhere in the world the pattern is much 
the same. In France there is Mitterand, in 
West Germany Kohl, in Spain Gonzalez, in 
Australia Hawke, in New Zealand Lange and 
in Canada Mulroney. The obvious light- 
weight calibre of all these figures reflects 
miserably on the systems that have produced 
them. If there are, anywhere in the world, 
leaders of outstanding personality and 
capability, they can only be found outside the 
orbit of the contemporary West and as the 
products of political processes fundamentally 
different to the ones which we seem to take 
for granted. 


GIANTS OF THE PAST 


No political system ever devised has been 
capable of throwing up an unending success- 
ion of outstanding rulers; every system 
known to man has produced its share of 
dunces and incompetents, cowards and 


Contd. on next page 


weaklings — the many inadequate monarchs 

sitting on the thrones of Britain and France 

being examples that come readily to mind. 
But former ages of European history were 


able to breed a great many men of high ability - 


in public affairs, in all cases the products of a 
process of selection that had little in common 
with western democracy as we now know it. 
In our own country, the elder and younger 
Pitts were the products of an aristocratic 
parliamentary tradition resting neither on a 
universal franchise nor a popular press. Count 
Von Bismarck, the Chancellor who did more 
than anyone else to shape the German 
Empire, was a member of the Prussian 
nobility and an appointee of his Emperor. The 
First Napoleon came to power by means of a 
coup d’etat, as did Mussolini after him and 
Franco after him. Lenin, a leader of genius 
albeit genius of an evil kind, became master 
of Russia by a similar process. Ceasar came to 
rule by a process similar to that of Napoleon 
and was himself the offspring. of an aristo- 
cratic family. Alexander the Great, Frederick 
the Great and our own Edward the First were 
born to power. Cromwell obtained office by 
armed force, as no-one needs telling. 

One may like or dislike the politics of these 
rulers, but one cannot gainsay the fact that 
they were all, in their different ways, men of 
towering capability who made, each of them, 
a Massive impact on the history of his times. 
Beside them, our public functionaries of the 
present day — not excluding Mrs. Thatcher, 
whose stature is essentially a mass media 
creation — are personages of the utmost 
ordinariness, each in his or her way the mere 
creation, rather than the maker, of the 
historical forces of the moment. 


THE FAILURE OF ‘DEMOCRACY? 


_ The modern world, being much bigger and 
more technologically advanced, throws up 
national and international problems of 
infinitely greater complexity than the world 
of past ages. Yet it is our unhappy legacy that 
we are stuck with ‘leaders’ wholly lacking in 
the attributes of mind of character to cope 
with such problems. And not only is this so, 
but the whole political climate in which we 
live is one that positively discourages the idea 
that a leader should be a person able to stand 
out from, and above, his fellows. Is it not part 
of the trade of today’s ‘politician’ that he must 
demonstrate to his public how thoroughly 
ordinary he is by displaying a personality, 
thoughts and feelings which make him a part 
of the common multitude. Thus do parlia- 
mentarians, even of the highest rank, go out 
of their way to talk in first names when 
referring publicly to their colleagues. Thus 
does the boss of the Labour Party contrive to 
have himself filmed on television, this year 
humming a popular ditty in the ear of an 
associate, another year doing a song-and- 
dance act with his deputy, and yet another 
year falling flat on his backside on Brighton 
beach. 
And, human nature among parliament- 
arians being what it is, should any individual 


DEMOCRACY’S PRODUCTS 


MINI-LEADERS FOR A GIANT NATION 
George Bush (left) and Dan Quayle (right) 


-r 


ever appear who threatens to rise above the 
uniform ranks of mediocrity, it can be 
guaranteed with certainty that his political 
colleagues, far from being grateful for his 
gifts and welcoming his leadership, will 
coalesce together in mutual hatred of him and 
not rest until they have dragged him down to 
their level — or else cast him into the wilder- 
ness wherein he may become the object of 
their cheap jibes and sneers for not jostling 
with them at the feeding trough of political 
power. Such was the fate of the one outstand- 
ing figure to emerge at Westminster in the 
inter-war period: Sir Oswald Mosley. 


NEED FOR NEW SYSTEM 


John Tyndall, in The Eleventh Hour, is 
scathing on the British political system as a 
means of producing national leaders, saying 
in Chapter 11:- 


with its nose currently in front in the see- 
Sawing national popularity contest. 

‘‘The prospect, if we think about it for a 
moment, is frightening. If we want the 
brakes of our car repaired, we go to a 
qualified motor mechanic — otherwise we 
could meet a premature death on the road. If 
we require a complicated throat operation, 
we put ourselves in the hands of a trained 
surgeon who is a specialist in that field. If 
we have to fight an intricate court action, 
we hire a professional lawyer. Yet in the 
most complex field of all — and the most 
serious in its consequences for the greatest 
numbers of people, we put our trust in 
unknown amateurs; in the administration of 
the nation’s political affairs, competence in 
which should require many more. years’ 
training than in any of these trades or 
professions, and in which the results of 
failure are far more grave because they 
affect the entire nation and its millions of 


‘Years of observation and study of the 
British scene have convinced me. that. our 
whole political system militates against the 
possibility of good national leadership 
except in the very rarest of circumstances. 


. The abysmal quality of most of the public 


figures we have produced within living 
memory testifies to this.” 


Later Tyndall goes on to say:- 


‘* And what of the candidates who covet the 
people’s votes? Are they required to have 
established any proven competence in 
politics, administration and government? 
Not a bit of it! The successful candidate 
who gets elected to parliament can be a total 
ignoramus in such matters; all that he needs 
is, first to be a good party man, loyal to the 
prevailing party line and thereby to get 
adopted by his local constituency organis- 
ation, then — so as to prevail over his rivals 
in the election itself — perhaps to be photo- 
genic, perhaps to show prodigious energy 
in shaking hands:and kissing babies, but 
above all to be a representative of the party 
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inhabitants, we choose men and women 
who, for all we know, have no capability in 
the profession whatsoever.” 


What the writer is pinpointing here is the 
clear and inescapable fact that modern 
western democracy simply is not capable of 
serving as a recruiting and breeding ground 
for national leaders of truly high calibre. And 
of course in the nature of things it cannot be. 
For such leaders to be selected, it would 
require a process of selection resting on the 
judgement of experts in the science of politics 
and national administration. The discussion 
preceding sucha judgement would need to be 
at a high level of knowledge and under- 
standing and to involve an intelligent debate. 
Such* discussion, and the judgements 
resulting from it, are obviously quite 
impossible in the arena of mass politics 


‘resting on a universal franchise. The average 


man or woman in the street is as incapable of 
knowing what is required of national and 


Contd. overleaf 
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PARADE OF THE MIDGETS 


(Contd. from.prev. page) 


international statesmen at the highest level of 
politics as any other untrained people would 
be in the selection of engineers, surgeons, 
scientists or leading managers of industry. 

What therefore counts in any contest for 
mass support is not capability but popularity. 
A would-be leader has to have some attribute 
making for mass appeal. Such an attribute 
may be found in his or her public persona — 
a friendly smile, an image of ‘folksyness’ or a 
demeanour of affected ‘resolution’ attained 
simply by means of clever stage acting. Or, 
alternatively, it may lie in the presentation of 
a tempting list of ‘goodies’ that the candidate 
may present to the electorate — something for 
everyone, and all packaged to appeal to every 
greedy and selfish instinct that is invariably 
the criterion of how people in the mass decide 
how they will vote. Politicians, in a mass 
democracy, therefore have to become, above 
all, skilled confidence-tricksters able to put 
over to their would-be followers, not so much 
an intelligent strategy for national 
development and success, as a mouth- 
watering menu of bounties and benefits that 
will make each individual feel that he or she 
personally will profit from voting for the 
bringer of these gifts rather than for his or 
_ Opponent. 


THE WIRE-PULLERS 
BEHIND THE SCENES 


But that is not the only factor involved in 
the process of democracy. Inevitably, under 
such a system money comes to be the all- 
powerful arbiter of political destinies. Money 
fuels the party machines, which need vast 
funds to stay in business. Money finances 
‘electoral campaigns. Money controls the 
press and the privately-owned broadcasting 
networks which publicise and champion the 
candidates of their choice. ‘Democracy’ 
comes to represent, not government of the 


hardest to manipulate and bribe. The 
requirements of those who, behind the 
scenes, control the parties of ‘democracy’ are 
that those holding public office should be of 
limited intelligence and judgement, thus 
relying much on ‘advisers’ that can be 
conveniently placed by their side, that they 
are inordinately vain and ambitious and 
simply love the vanities of their station, so 
that they will do almost anything to keep the 
positions that give them these things, and that 
they are greedy for material possessions and 
security in a way that will make them 
vulnerable to the temptations of financial 
‘perks’ offered in return for loyal services 
rendered. 


SYSTEM RESULTS IN 
RULE OF THE UNFIT 


Inevitably, the type of individual who 
attains public office under such conditions is 
the very least fit to occupy such office, and 
this is manifest today even to large numbers 
of members of the public itself — who are not 
so wholly lacking in pereception that they fail 
to recognise an obvious political dummkopf 
when they see one, as is evidenced by the 
response among the US electorate to the 
fumblings and bumblings of Mr. Quayle. 

The point is, however, that some factors 
other than Quayle’s ability as a debater and 
interviewee must have been working in his 
favour, otherwise by what imaginable 
process of selection could he ever have come 
to be chosen as vice-presidential candidate, 
even from a pool of such deplorably low- 
grade public figures as those lined up for the 


job? We can only assume that, in the eyes of 
the moneyed forces which rule American 
politics just as they rule ours, Mr. Quayle had 
satisfied the powers-that-be that he fulfilled 
requirements and would be an admirable 
stooge. 

There seems not be on the horizon any 
signs that this lamentable cavalcade of 
increasingly jockey-sized public figures will 
come to an end; on the contrary, all the signs 
are that our candidates for political office, 
whether in this country, the United States or 
elsewhere in the western world, will be of yet 
poorer calibre even by the depressing 
standards of the recent past. It will require a 
wholesale readjustment of our entire view of 
politics, leading to an acceptance of the need 
for a completely different kind of political 
system, for there to be hope again that a. 
Bismarck or a Chatham may bestride the 
political stage, consign the midgets to their 
natural position of subordination, and 
command people and events in the manner 

‘needed to generate resurgence and new life. 
And if the emergence of such leadership be 
regarded as a precondition, rather than a 
consequence, of such institutional change, 
we have to say that that can only happen in the 
event of extreme crisis, where all the old 
evaluations of politics have been shattered in 
the crucible of events beyond the ability of a!l 
present powers to control. In the coming of 
such a cataclysm lies our hope. 
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THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


For everything that fails to conform to our liberal’s little universe of fantasy — | 
everything that identifies with the forces of life and health, instead of death and 
sickness, everything that seeks to build and strengthen rather than to wither and 


decompose, the liberal has an adjective — a catchword that immediately damns it out 
of court: it is the adjective ‘fascist’. If this adjective had not been brought into the 
language by a political movement in Italy earlier in this century, from the liberal point of 
view it surely would have had to be invented. For it suffices in the liberal’s mind to act as 
a guillotine on every critical examination of his system of values. If you do not rejoice in 
the new utopia that liberals are planning for you, you are a fascist. Patriotic feeling is 
designated as fascism. Parental authority over children is fascism. Punishment of 
criminals is fascism. Self-defence against an enemy is fascism. Polarity of the sexes is 
fascism. Preference for the company of your own kind, your own race, is fascism. In 

‘this way the liberal is absolved from any obligation to defend in honest and forthright 
debate his cherished structure of ideas and ethics. A state of emergency has arisen: 
the fascist is at the door. All further argument is supended forthwith. 

My friends and | have seen this tendency at work whenever we have thrown down 
the challenge to liberals to meet us in open public debate on the issues over which they 
are so often condemning us. According to their own theory, they should welcome such 
a debate more than anyone else, for are they not the people who most strongly believe 
that issues should be resolved through‘discussion and ‘reason’? But no! Whenever 
this proposition is put forward, the liberals go scampering for refuge, crying that they 
refuse to give people like us ‘a platform’. Discussion and reason, you see, are only in 
order so long as out of them comes a verdict favourable to liberals! 

...Why will the liberal, whose philosophy is supposedly founded on ‘reason’, not submit 

_ himself to the basic test of the ‘reasonableness’ of that philosophy? The answer is 
predictable: ‘fascism’ again! One never debates, you see, with ‘fascists’ (meaning all 
non-liberals). The mere mention of this word ‘fascist’ is enough to bring into being a 
state of intellectual martial law. 


people, by the people and for the people, but 
government of the people by the hirelings of 
money power and for the wielders of money 
power. 

So in effect those whom we are used to 
designating as ‘leaders’ are not in reality 
leaders at all but mere puppets dangling on the 
ends of strings held by moneyed forces, 
chosen precisely because they can be relied 
upon to act as faithful and willing servants of 
those forces. — 

This naturally means that the smaller the 
calibre of the would-be politician the greater 
that would-be politician will commend | 
himself or herself to the moneyed establish- 
ments which really rule. Any leader of 
outstanding intelligence, judgement and 
character, who is at the same time indifferent 
to the temptations of personal reward or 
momentary popularity, but whose political 
perceptions and energies are dedicated to the 
furtherance of the interests of his nation, is the 
very last person these money powers would 
wish to be see in office, for he would be the 
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WHY THEY ARE ALL 


AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA 


NOEL A. HUNT looks at the rosiiiy 
‘race equality’, ‘democracy’ and ’ 


An unmixed race of first class organ- 
isation is the aristocracy-of nature. Such 
excellence is a positive fact, not an imagin- 
ation, a ceremony coined by poets, 
blazoned by cozening heralds, but percept- 
ible in its physical advantages, and in the 
vigour of its unsullied idiosyncrasy. 

BENJAMIN DISRAELI 
WE ARE incessantly told that the 
‘conscience of mankind’ is deeply shocked 
by what is usually described as ‘‘the evil 
doctrine of apartheid,’’ usually incorrectly 
pronounced as ‘apart-hate’, with the 
accent on the ‘hate’. 
~ In fact apartheid is never defined; nor is it 
ever explained why it is evil. If a liberal can 
be pinned down and held to a precise 
statement of what he thinks he thinks — not 
an easy thing to do! — he wiil probably tell 
you that in South Africa the majority is denied 
‘democracy’. This seems to mean that the 
liberal considers it wrong that the Negroid 
population of South Africa does not have a 
vote in parliamentary elections. It is never 
explained just why the Negroid should have a 
vote in a system that is alien to his own. The 
man of goodwill becomes angry when it is 
pointed out to him that no Bantu language has 
a word for ‘vote’, nor is the concept of voting 
natural to the African. 


It is an article of faith among men of 


goodwill in Britain that ‘apart-hate’ is evil 
beyond words. The word is never used 
without the obligatory ritual cursing of South 
Africa. Yet not one man in a hundred can 
define apartheid. We thus have the ludicrous 
spectacle of a whole people united in hatred 
and condemnation of something which they 
cannot define. It passes belief, yet it is so. 


MEANING OF APARTHEID 


Apartheid is an Afrikaans word meaning 
‘apartness’ or ‘separation’. In the political 
context the word is used to define the 
system under which each racial group has its 
own living space and legislates in that space 
as it sees fit. When one considers that in South 
Africa there are at least twelve major tribal — 
that is to say racial — groups of Negroids, all 
mutually hostile, one begins to see that apart- 
heid has merits. In fact it is difficult to 
imagine any other political system that offers 
a chance of peace, given the bitter tribal 
hatreds among Africans. 

Each tribal group has its own area. In this 
area those of common beliefs and customs 
can confront their own problems and solve 
them in their own way, in their own time and 


behind the cant about 
uman rights’ 


CIVIL UNREST IN SOUTH AFRICA, 1986 
Behind the black mobsters lies the hand of Soviet-backed red revolution, aiming at the 
grabbing of the country’s vast mineral wealth 
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according to their tribal customs and laws. 
This means that each tribal grouping can 
advance in its own direction at its own pace 
towards goals of its own definition. It is 
difficult to imagine a more sensible system, 
or one better designed to give free play to the 
varying aspirations of the differing tribal 
groupings. It will be observed that apartheid 
carries no implication of ‘superiority? or 
‘inferiority’. It merely recognises the fact that 
racial differences exist. 

All this of course leaves the liberal 
unmoved. To him, since Blacks in South 
Africa do not have a vote, the system must be 
evil. To the liberal, ‘democracy’ is the right 
of every human being, whether he wants it or 
not. ‘Democracy’ is always unerstood as 
meaning that every adult has a vote, prefer- 
ably under a system similar to that of 
Westminster. Your liberal does not take 
kindly to being reminded of Plato’s dictum 
that of all possible systems of government 
democracy is the worst. Nor does he like 
being told that to believe in democracy as 
defined in universal adult suffrage one is 
obliged to believe that wise men outnumber 
fools in the population. Liberals must profess 
this ludicrous belief, otherwise they find 
themselves in the impossible position of 
arguing that the majority of fools should rule 
the minority of the wise. 

What seems to make the liberal most angry 
about South Africa is that there the minority 
rules. What is worse, the minority is not only 


white but proud of being white and determ- 
ined to remain white. No liberal has ever yet 
been able to explain just what is ethically 
objectionable in the rule by a benevolent and 
efficient minority over an untrained and 
unqualified majority. If pinned down on this 
point by some unwelcome realist, the liberal 
will talk animatedly of ‘racial discrimination’ 
— in his book a heinous sin to which South 
African Whites are much addicted. Racial 
discrimination is never defined, nor do we 
learn just why it is evil. But we are told ad 
nauseam that it.is. 


ARE WHITES THE 
ONLY RACISTS? 


This liberal hatred of racial discrimination 
is curious indeed. It is held to be a sin of 
which the White Man is universally guilty, 
though nobody else is thought so wicked as to 
practise it. The other races of mankind go 
along with this mad belief of the White Man 
because it brings them solid advantages 
which they could gain in no other way. 

Yet one need not know. much of the world 
to see that racial discrimination is the norm 
rather than the exception.: The Jews. for 
instance, have remained the immensely 
talented and gifted race that they are by the 
rigorous practice of racial exclusivity. The 
Japanese are sure that they are the superiors of 
every other race in the world. If in doubt, ask 
any Korean or other foreigner living in Japan. 
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WHY THEY ARE ALL | 


AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The Chinese have always been intensely 
xenophobic, and still are. Britons were for 
long noted for their dislike of foreigners. The 
same is true of all other Nordic races. 

But it is precisely these white races — or 
rather a small, well-organised though deluded 
minority among them — who have made 
‘racial discrimination’ the modern equivalent 
of the sin against the Holy Ghost. To them it is 
an article of faith that all races are created 
equal, without their ever saying in what such 
races are supposed to be equal. The phrase 
thus becomes meaningless. 

The average Briton, of course, is as 
obdurately opposed to racial mixture as ever. 
Those who rule his rulers have therefore had 
to resort to ‘Race Relations’ Acts, Boards and 
other legal devices to muzzle the native 
British. Yet in Britain, where it is officially 
professed that nothing is more evil than 
‘racism’, the pressure from Blacks for black 
clubs, community centres, trade union 
sections and a special section within the 
Labour Party continues to grow. The caste 
Indians here preserve their caste system, 
ultimately based on race and colour. Only the 
mad White, it seems, believes that ‘racism’ is 
wrong! 

It is surprising that the White should attach 
so much importance to the absence of racial 
discrimination, since other races do not. 
Tribal Africans discriminate tribally — that is 
to say racially — as naturally as they breathe. 
No Venda has ever been allowed to live in the 
Zulu homeland. No Zulu has ever been 
admitted to the Tswana tribal area. Though 
the white South African would raise no 
objection to this, the black tribal rulers will 
have none of it. 

Since all other races and sub-races of 
mankind effortlessly recognise 
differences, why has it become a liberal tenet 
throughout the West that only the wicked 
White discriminates racially? Why is racial 
discrimination wrong when practised by the 
White but acceptable when other races 
indulge in it? We are never told. Yet there 
must be a reason. There are several possibil- 
ities, interesting to ponder upon. 

One possible explanation is' perhaps to be 


found in Lenin’s dictum that the one great . 


obstacle to the conquest of the world by 
communism was the Anglo-Saxon race. 
Lenin added that this race must therefore be 
destroyed. He cited the use of race as one of 
the weapons to be used for this purpose. 

It is certain that world history since the 
1900s shows that the white races (we might 
also include other North Europeans in the 
category Lenin had in mind) have been driven 
back from their previous position of world 
leadership and confined to Europe, Austral- 
asia and North America — and even in these 
continents they are now on the retreat. It is 
also clear that this-has been achieved by the 
use of race as a weapon against the Whites. 
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racial 


The ‘useful idiots’ (to use another Lenin 
phrase) who are found everywhere in the 
West have seized upon the doctrine of the 
evils of ‘racism’ and have since made it the 
chief god in the shabby liberal pantheon, to 
our infinite detriment. 


WHY THEY ATTACK 
SOUTH AFRICA 


‘White South Africans come of excellent 
North European racial stock, and they are 


‘determined to preserve this proud inherit- 


ance. A racially homogeneous nation, proud 
of its traditions and intent on preserving them, 
presents a formidable obstacle to those 
unseen manipulators who work ceaselessly 
towards a world government and world 
tyranny. Does this perhaps explain why our 
liberals never cease to rage at South Africa’s 
apartheid? The need to destroy pure and 
proud races to bring about a world tyranny 
certainly explains the deliberate creation in 
post-war Britain of a racial problem that did 
not previously exist. 

And perhaps another reason for the hatred 
on the part of our men of goodwill towards 
South Africa is to be found in that country’s 
steadfast rejection of communism. In South 
Africa the communist is regarded as a traitor 
and a criminal and is treated as such. Alone in 
the world, South Africa has a ‘Suppression of 
Communism Act’, and enforces it. Such an 
Act is a formidable stumbling block to those 
working to destroy the West. Is it perhaps this 
steadfast opposition to communism that lies 
behind liberals’ hatred of South Africa? 
Could it be that behind the cant about 


‘democracy’ and ‘human rights’ in South | 


Africa there lies the hatred of our liberals fora 
nation that has rumbled them and 1s 
determined not to surrender to them? 


MINERAL WEALTH 


Another possible reason for the onslaught 
against South Africa is perhaps to be found-in 
that country’s quite staggering mineral 
wealth. Could this be the main reason for the 
hostility against her, and not her political 
system at all? In a speech to the Supreme 
Soviet in 1963 the then Soviet Chairman 
Brezhnev said: ‘‘Our aim is to gain control of 
the two great treasure houses on which the 
West depends.. a energy treasure house of 
the Persian Gulf and the mineral treasure 
house of Central and Southern Africa.’’ Well, 
the West is losing, if it has not already lost, 
control of the ‘energy treasure house of the 


‘Persian Gulf’. It has also lost control of the 


mineral treasure house of Central Africa and 
part of Southern Africa — thanks to Britain’s 


_ready co-operation with and assistance to the 
Soviets. Now, if the South African electorate | 


are mad enough to allow President Botha to 
carry on much longer with his ‘reforms’ the 
West will lose its remaining treasure house 
possession, the mineral wealth of South 


Africa itself. Is this not as much a plausible 


reason for the outcry against South Africa as 
the nonsense about ‘racial discrimination’? 
Some idea of what the ‘mineral treasure 


house’ contains, and what its acquisition 
would therefore mean to Russia, can be found 
in the following extract from the McAlvaney 
Intelligence Adviser for April 1986, in the 
article headed. ‘The accelerating revolution in 
South Africa’. The article says in part:- 


‘*The encirclement of South Africa is part 
of the encirclement of ‘that last bastion of 
capitalism’, because if South Africa falls to 
the Communists the Soviets would control 
94 per-cent of the world’s manganese, 85 
per-cent of the platinum metals group, 70 
per-cent of the world’s gold production, 65 
per-cent of the vanadium production, 58 
per-cent of all chromium, and would 
command the sea routes between East and 
West through which most of the West’s oil 
supplies are carried. Controlled by the 
Soviets, this would in effect virtually shut 
down all free industrial enterprise in the 
West, and create a nearly absolute 
monopoly of all economies for the Social- 
ist-seeking, multi-national corporation, the 
international bankers and their associates, 
the Communist International, which is said 
to be headquartered in Moscow.’ 


For further evidence of the importance of 
the Cape of Good Hope to the West, consider 
this extract from Supership, by Noel 
Mostert:- ` 


‘‘Every tanker that goes from the West to 
the Persian Gulf must pass that way (1.e. via 
the Cape) twice; so must all the traffic to 
India and to Australia. Before Suez closed, 

an average of 62 tankers rounded the Cape 

every month. The total is now something 

between 500 and 600 a month, half of them 

fully laden of course. On average, 2,770 

ships pass the Cape every month.”’ 

Does it not seem far more likely that the 
vicious war now being waged against South 
Africa is due to the importance of the country 
to the Soviets — rather than because of South 
Africa’s racial policies? 

If he can bring himself to believe such 
rubbish, the average man can perhaps hold 


‘ that the ‘conscience of mankind’ not only 


exists but is outraged by ‘apart-hate’. But a 
moment’s thought will show that racial 
tension is commonplace throughout the 
world, including the USSR. Or the common 
man can perhaps conclude that the doctrine of 
apartheid is under attack to cover quite 
another reason for wishing South Africa ill. 

Once South Africa has become another 
province of the enormous Soviet Empire, the 
Soviet dream of world conquest will be on the 
verge of coming true. 


BRITAIN’S ROLE 


It is not the first time that Britain has 
led an assault on white rule in South Africa. 
When the enormously rich Witwatersrand 
goldfields were discovered, thousands of 
British flooded into the Transvaal Republic. 
Britain suddenly professed to be concerned 
that these foreigners were (very sensibly) 
denied the vote. In view of the hullabaloo 
Britain makes over black voting rights in 
South Africa, it is worth pointing out that she 
was at that time completely unconcerned by 
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IN THE CAUSE OF OUR RACE 


ROLAND HODGKINSON suggests a far better basis for 
European ‘togetherness’ than the EEC 


I WILL OPEN with an extract from the 
introduction to a book called Yesterday 
and Tomorrow, which aptly sums for me 
the absolute need for us never to allow 
nations of the white race to be set against 
each other in fratricidal conflict:- 


‘‘The end of the Second World War saw 
much of Europe in ruins. Yet the bombs 
that rained down on Coventry and Dresden 
shattered more than cathedrals, homes and 
bodies. The ideals of nationalism, patriot- 
ism and love of one’s own kind lay broken 
in the rubble, along with the cultural and 
spiritual unity of the white race. Two 
disastrous ‘brothers’ wars’ sapped the 
European countries and left the way open to 
_ the temporary overlordship of Moscow and 
Wall Street. The genetic vacuum left by the 
slaughter has been filled by alien blood, by 
the surplus populations of Africa and Asia. 
The accompanying spiritual void has been 
filled by materialism, by atheistic marxism 
and by vulgar coca-cola capitalism. The 
ideals of nationalism and social justice 
were discredited for a time by the lies and 

smears of war-time propaganda. `’ 
(Anon. ) 


OF ‘1992’ 


We hear a lot said of “1992’ — ‘European 
unity’, etc. I have even heard the term 
‘Eurasia’ to describe a further stage in the 
attempted destruction of Europe and our 
white race. When there is talk of a ‘European 
Market’, we know only too well that the real 
powers at work behind the EEC and ‘1992’ 
see Europe only as a vast field of profit, to be 
exploited without regard for the true peoples 
of the once-proud nations that make up 
Europe. In fact we should recognise that 
‘1992’ is’ just another means to weaken 
further the spirit of our white race on its home 
ground. 

I have said ‘home ground’ because, though 
[ recognise our racial kin who reside within 
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_the nations of Europe, I also recognise those 


other racial kin in all corners of the world. I 
remember that these racial kin — in South 
Africa, the USA, Australia, Canada and New 
Zealand — come from ancestors who sailed 
across the seas from Europe to build civilis- 
ations out of one-time wildernesses. Whether 
they went forth from Britain, Germany, 
Holland or elsewhere in Europe. they were of 
basically common racial stock: and this 
places the spiritual roots of all white peoples 
here in Europe. 

Our racial kin everywhere suffer a common 
sickness, namely the breakdown of the will to 
use nature's great gift, nature’s way to 
strength and survival: our racial identity — as 
a means to real truth and freedom, as opposed 
to materialism, liberalism and the other 
pseudo-truths prevalent today. 


TRUE NATIONALISM VERSUS 
ONE-WORLD CHAOS 


Wherever the peoples of the white race can 
be found we will find among them nationalist 
parties built and led by men of great fortitude 
who will never rest until their nations and 
peoples can stand strong and proud again. 

Today’s nationalists, while realising the 
importance of land and economic resources. 
realise above these things the overriding 
importance of race, and of the need for racial 
purity and quality as the true wealth of every 
nation. i 

Many of the ersatz nationalists of the past 
and the pretend-patriots of the present were 
and are happy as long as they have the 
material aspects of nationhood, regardless of 
the make-up of the peoples who give their 
lands life and spirit. They forget that if you 
remove or dilute the racial character of a 
nation that nation as a natural living entity 
would be dead or dying — even if its flag still 
flew. It would become disconnected from its 
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past and would have no worthwhile future. 

Today, the racial roots put down in our 
nations through the ages are being strangled. 
and their strength sapped and weakened. by 
the destructive influences of multi-racialism 
and one-world humanism. The purpose of 
this process is that the peoples of the world. of 
all races, will become mere pawns — to be 
moved around in *one-world’ power games. 

We observe the worldwide movements of 
paper ‘wealth’, allowing unnatural pressures 
and outside influences to be brought to bear 
on what should be solely national issues. We 
observe money controlling governments by 
means of the international stock markets. But 
let us also note the global struggling of ruces 
as part of that same pattern of destruction. 
The one-worlders’ objective is to disrupt. and 
eventually destroy, the harmony of the 
natural order of race in an attempt to build an 
unnatural ‘world order’, by which they will 
rule over a spiritless mass of weak, raceless 
peoples, easy to manipulate in the service of 
the “one-world’® dream. 


OUR FUTURE 


If we are to resist this threatened tyranny. 
we must find our defence in racial stability 
and strength. 

One day we will see the white nations 
universally ruled by nationalist parties and 
leaders. These nations will then find a unity of 
their own, not by one nation interfering in 
another (as in the EEC) but by common 
awareness of a common cause and common 
culture and civilisation. The EEC will be dead 
and buried, along with other relics of the old 
order. Europe will be united as it should be: as 
a group of sovereign nations standing and 
working together in harmony. 

I recently saw an article in Spearhead 
entitled “Believe — and Fight!’ Let us do this 
as racial nationalists, for we have a great 
cause to believe in and to fight for! 


1988 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT takes a look at this year’s 


party conferences 


THE PARTY CONFERENCE SEASON is 
now past, and its various jamborees are 
fast fading into the electorate’s sub- 
conscious. It would now be difficult to 
recall who said what and at which 
conference, because each such event was 
dedicated to the pursuit of power at any 
price, and principle was subordinated to 
bare-faced chicanery. The Social 


Democrats, struggling in their party’s 
political death throes, tried to cast off the 
stigma of being politically threadbare 
Tories by seeking a further ineffectual 
alliance with their former consorts, now 
part of what is collectively called the 
‘Democrats’. The Democrats, in their 
turn, aimed to capture the middle ground 
now occupied by Labour’s ‘right’, whilst 


their leader, Paddy Ashdown, ex-marine 
turned prima donna, gave a dubious 
impersonation of an egocentric sheep 
masquerading as a somewhat bewildered 
lion. The quality of debate at the confer- 
ence of Mr. Ashdown’s party was what one 
would expect from the fuzzy-beard-and- 
sandal brigade: weak on fact and strong on 
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unreality. 

The Labour conference was marked by the 
usual skein of public disagreements, leading 
to some members being abused and to the 
general public being disabused. The usual 
symptoms of creeping paralysis were much in 
evidence, particularly in the cerebral regions 
— with Neil Kinnock behaving like a latter- 
day King Canute, whilst Ron Todd suffered 
the gadarine swine of left-wing extremism to 
stampede, unilaterally, in  Kinnock’s 
direction. What emerged from the Labour 
conference was the Fagin-like mentality of its 
leadership in its attempt to achieve mass 
Support for the party. The party initiative 
meant, in real terms, a willingness to steal the 
more marketable policies of any other party 
going and, in particular, the electorally 
attractive political clothing of the Tory Party. 
Those who said that Kinnock wished to run 
the capitalist system better than the Tories 
must have had their hands firmly on his 
political pulse. | 

But the prize for political gobbledegook 
must go to Roy Hattersley. He is reported as 
saying that Labour’s defence policy review, 
though not unilateralist, contains a large 
element of unilateralism. Mr. Hattersley may 
believe that by fusing two incompatible 
elements (unilateralism and multilateralism) 
into an inconsistent whole he has effectively 
created a policy that will be acceptable to 
everyone in his party at once. Perhaps! But 
the electorate is not so easily deceived. And 
Mr. Todd is not going to go away. 


STAGE-MANAGED 


The Tory Party conference was well stage- 
managed and seemed impervious to the 
revelations of Mr. Tebbit, the pan-European 
droolings of Ted Heath or the penal Micky 
Mouse gadgetry of Home Secretary Hurd. 
The conference produced a convincing 
display of class protectionism, self-interest 
and collective mammonism, as well as a 
monumental insensitivity to the wider social 
needs of the nation. Its delegates ritually 
mouthed their ‘patriotism’ as they danced like 
marionettes to the whims of their alien over- 
lords. The expression ‘market forces’ seems 
to have become the philosopher’s stone of 
contemporary mainstream politics, with the 
‘implication that the term is synonymous with 
the highest wisdom and virtue. Will it be seen 
in this way, however, when the life-sustain- 
ing water supply of this country comes under 
the influence of those same ‘market forces’, 
and foreign speculators will decide whether 
the British people will drink or die? 


SPIRIT OF OPPORTUNISM 

We are faced, in the mainstream of British 
politics, with parties exhibiting the same 
opportunist symptoms — to the extent that 
their policies can be, when expedient, almost 
interchangeable. The Labour Party, without 
disdain, can adopt the  catch-penny 
economics of the “free market’, and equally 
that party is prepared to simulate ‘unilater- 
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alism’ in order to secrete ‘multilateralism’ 
(or vice versa) according to the sensitivities 
of the party or the electorate. The Tory Party 
has suddenly been converted to ‘green’ 
politics and has belatedly discovered that life 
on earth is threatened by environmental 
pollution. Mrs. Thatcher has declared that the 
Tories are the guardians of the environment 
— apparently believing that the pollution of 
that same environment has occurred incident- 
ally, and not as a result of the indiscriminate 
commitment of industrialists and entre- 
preneurs to the philosophy of ‘market forces’ 
and the motive of profit at all costs! 

I wonder how many of those morally- 
minded New Victorians who sit on, or 
otherwise influence, the Government front 
bench are free from blame in their financial or 
entrepreneurial capacities. Companies that 
are not part of a national economic strategy 
always seek unrestrained freedom to make 
unrestricted profits, even to the detriment of 
the national community. Yes, Mrs. 
Thatcher’s Britain is an echo of the age of the 
‘dark, satanic mills’, when undeserved 
privilege was pre-eminent, money was the 
essence of all social worth and exploitation of 
the masses was the norm. 

The period of the Industrial Revolution 
could be justified in respect of the great 
scientific and technical progress which it 
generated, and the fact that this was the period 
of Britain’s highest greatness and one which 
produced a sense of real pride in even the 
poorest citizen. This period of the nation’s 
development brought out the worst in many 
and the best in many more, the latter fighting 
for social justice, enlightened philanthropy 
and the advancement of our race and nation. 

Our present age presents a contrast in most 
respects. Thatcherism is reaction in modern 
clothing. Kinnockism is the empty black- 
board upon which any prescription can be 
written which promises electoral success. 


The Democrats and the SDP are the children 


of an unhappy marriage — dispossessed, 


disillusioned and capable only of making fine 
noises from unrealistic stances. | 

And the one thing that all of these parties 
have in common is their internationalism. At 
no time during any of their conferences did 
they refer to the deluge of immigrants still 
entering our country, or the fact that many of 
our salient social problems — for example, 
law and order, unemployment and the under- 
funding of the health services — are due to the. 
artificial enlargement of this country’s 
population by way of the immigrant flood. 
None of these parties is capable of solving the 
country’s real problems — because none will 
recognise or address the real problems which 
this mammonistic, multi-racial society has 
brought upon the indigenous British people. 
We have in this country a state of low 
morality, low racial values, low educational 
standards, low economic development and 
diminishing national sovereignty, and all are 
related to the low level of political leadership 
that is common to every party and has been 
our lot in the entire post-war period. 


WHAT WE HAVE TO OFFER 


It might be said that it is easy for nation- 
alists to fulminate against the mainstream 
parties, but what have we to offer as an 
alternative? The immediate reply must be that 
people join the nationalist movement to give 
and to sacrifice, and not for personal gain. 
What they do gain, however, is the assurance 
of serving their country and its people, and of 
preserving their self-respect and integrity in 
the face of those who are prepared to sell their 
birthright for a mess of mainstream political 
pottage. The nationalist movement is 
composed of members who have known 
sacrifice and are prepared to sacrifice even 
more for their principles and for their country. 

Who can doubt that those who form the 
leadership of our movement, those who are 
the longest-serving and are the true voice of 
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MINDLESS TORY SHEEP | 
The expressions on the faces of the people pictured above at the Conservative conference 
say it all 
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AUTUMIN IN GERMANY 


JOHN PEACOCK reports on a visit by British Nationalists 


to the Roederhof 


WE ARRIVED at The Knull after twenty 
long hours of travel, a tired and weary 
group. We had journeyed by road through 
France and Belgium and into Germany, 
where first light revealed mysterious mists 
rising as clouds from the hollows of vast 
tree forests. Our purpose was to meet and 
acquaint ourselves with the struggles and 
hardships of a most wonderful German 
family, together with their special friends 
and committed comrades. I refer to the 
family of the courageous Manfred Roeder. 
No time was wasted in ensuring that we 
received a most warm welcome, and before 
very long we were privileged to meet with 
our hostess Frau Roeder. 

Whereas one has, over the years, become 
accustomed to meeting people who always 
remained on their guard, at the Knull we came 
face-to-face with people who were self- 
assured and refreshingly open. Travelling to 
other lands is always exciting, but it is the 
people one meets who make the whole 
process really interesting. During lunch, 
which, as with all other meals, was preceded 
by the most delightful folk singing, it was just 
so easy to strike up friendships as the 
conversation flowed quite freely. Frau 
Roeder, whose personality inspired one with 
a sense that here was a lady to be listened to 
with attention, was highly respected by all 
present — and not without good reason. 

Naturally, after reading that Manfred 
Roeder had been transferred from prison to a 
sort of ‘halfway house’ between prison and 
release, it had been our sincerest hope that he 
might be home this particular weekend. The 
corrupt authorities of the Bundesrepublik, 
however, had other ideas. So afraid that his 
presence at this gathering would inspire and 
encourage his friends, they brought against 
‘him some phony charge of ‘theft’ of prison 
property (a pair of uncomfortable prison 
shoes, which he had apparently put on by 
mistake). In their desperation to beat this man 


whom they see as a dangerous enemy of their | 


‘one-world’ ideals, and to demoralise his wife 
and children into the bargain, they will try any 
dirty trick. These people are of course no less 
the enemies of the white race than our own, 
equally corrupt, rulers and their lackeys. 


A FESTIVAL OF SONG 


Just as it was that heroic stories of the 
ancient North Europeans were traditionally 
passed down in song — stories which 
provided a treasure house of myths and 
legends, as foun in Wagnerian music-dramas 
— so it was that song was very much a feature 
of this autumnal equinox-harvest festival. For 
at least 6,000 years the harvest has been the 
most important period for Northern 
Europeans. A good harvest meant relative 


JOHN PEACOCK 
led the party on 
the trip 


comfort for the coming year; if the harvest 
was bad it could mean starvation. It was a 
matter of life or death. So it was magical to 
see both the young and the old joining this 
appeal for a good harvest. Indeed there was a 
sense of natural magic in the air, and there 
was a wonderful feeling that lots of good 
things were to come. Through the medium of 
song, a special and exciting energy seemed 
naturally to flow. It was wonderful to be 
alive. 

Autumn is a time of death, but also of 
renewal. It was once quoted in /nstauration: 
‘‘Do you understand what I am saying? It was 


- life versus death, and death won.’’ Here at the 


Knull, however, the people were very much 
alive. The Liberation Movement of the 
German Reich, which was founded at the 
Reichstag in Flensburg in 1975, is involved 
in creating conditions under which a truly 
independent German Government can be 
formed, and whay came across at this 
gathering was that these people are involved 
in the fight for the liberation of all western 
cultures. There was youth. There was a sense 
of renewal. There was a feeling of urgency to 
unite against the political, cultural and 
economic enslavement of the white nations. 
In this life-or-death battle for the white race, 
we have chosen life. 


BEAUTY 


Very early on the Sunday morning, I 
walked alone along narrow lanes, through 
small villages, and took in the picturesque 
views. I explored in the early: morning light 
those things that were — completely 
uncorrupted by the nightmarish world of city 
life, and I recalled words from a letter sent to 


me by Manfred Roeder: ‘‘We live in a 


beautiful area right in the heart of Germany, 
covered with forest and farmlands.’’ It was 


indeed beautiful, and I thought of poetry, of 
» Sanity, of hope for the future. It is difficult 


adequately to explain any mystical 
experience — the overwhelming sense of 
being a part of a great struggle for survival. I 
just had to reach out and touch the trees: the 
very sources of life, renewal and rebirth. 
Overlooking the Roeders’ home is a stone 
tower, which the previous evening was filled 
with very special people, giving it a special 
significance with the magic of music and 
song. It was here that I paused awhile and 
allowed the echoes of Mother Nature, herself 
to enter into my mind — special, soothing, 


relaxing. Even the stones themselves seemed 
to exude a magnetic influence of their own, a 
certain natural fiendliness, quietly restful — 
so restful in fact that I allowe myself the 
luxury freely to harmonise with nature. It was 
as if one had travelled through a timewarp, 
from the nightmare world of cities to the 
enchanting world of nature. 

_ Suddenly I became aware that people at the 
house. below were moving around, so I made 
my way hastily down the hill. It was great to 
have the opportunity to take breakfast, which 
was a rather grand affair, with such wonderful 
friends. All too soon it was time for us to say 
our farewells, and it was clear that this 
remarkable group, the Roeder family, their 
friends and comrades, had touched each of us 
deeply. Our departure was not made any 
easier when everyone gathered to sing a 
special farewell to us. At the same time we 
were awarded each with a badge symbolising 
Freedom, Justice and Honour by Frau 
Roeder, and the whole ceremony was, I 
believe, a really emotional experience to 
which we British were unaccustomed. There 
were eyes filled with tears. 


THE ROEDERS 


During our brief visit we had an oppor- 
tunity to meet with people from various 
countries who share something extra special: 
a love of race. There are so many racial 
patriots who inspire us with their great 
courage, determination and conviction. 
Manfred Roeder is one of them. In a letter to 
me he wrote: ‘‘There were several attempts to 
silence me by pressure, threat or blackmail. 
But I kept going, and our work took on new 
proportions and radiated into new territories. 
And I am sure there are great days ahead.” 
Herr Roeder’s wife Traudel is another who 
inspires. Despite attacks by the corrupt 
authorities and pornographic phone-calls by 
cowardly, hate-filled marxist criminals, she 
carried on with the work of her husband. To 
quoote Norman White in Spearhead of 
September 1988: ‘‘Truly a remarkable person 
and a paradigm of Aryan womanhood is 
Traudel Roeder.” I believe that both greatly 
deserve our admiration and respect — for, as 
with all good leaders, they are naturally 
optimistic. 

I would take advantage of this opportunity 


‘to thank Frau Roeder for the kindness and 


hospitality she showed us. It- was a rare 
privilege to share in thankfulness at- this 
harvest ingathering with her family and 
friends. I pray for the day when Manfred 
Roeder is released from prison. I would also 
like to mention, by way of thanks, Miss 
Ryan, one of our number, who kindly | 
addressed the gathering on our behalf. And 
finally thanks to everyone who made the 
journey from Britain this year. Let our 
number be greater next year! 
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REFLECTIONS ON 
THE PARTY GAME 


A voice from the past reminds us that the nature of 
parliamentary democracy has not changed over the years 


ONE MUST TRY to recall the miserable 
jumble of opinions that used to be arrayed 
side by side to form the usual party 
programme, as it was called, and one must 
remember how these opinions used to be 
brushed up or dressed in a new form from 
time to time. If we would properly 
understand these programmatic monstros- 
ities we must carefully investigate the 
motives which inspired the average 
bourgeois ‘programme committee’. 

Those people are always influenced by one 
and the same preoccupation when they 
introduce something new into their 
programme or modify something already 
contained in it. That preoccupation is directed 
towards the results of the next election. The 
moment these artists in parliamentary govern- 
ment have the first glimmering of a suspicion 
that their darling public may be ready to kick 
up its heels and escape from the harness of the 
old party wagon they begin to paint the shafts 

-with new colours. On such occasions the 
party astrologists and horoscope readers, the 
so-called ‘experienced men’ and ‘experts’ 
come forward. For the most part they are old 
parliamentary hands whose political 
schooling has furnished them with ample 
experience. They can remember former 
occasions when the masses showed signs of 
losing patience, and they now diagnose the 
menace of a similar situation arising. 
Resorting to their old prescription, they form 


a ‘committee’. They go around among their 


darling public and listen to what is being said. 
They dip their noses into the newspapers and 
gradually begin to scent what it is that their 
darlings, the broad masses, are wishing for. 
what they reject and what they are hoping for. 
The groups that belong to each trade or 
business, and even office employees, are 
carefully studied and-their innermost desires 
are investigated. The ‘malicious slogans’ of 
the opposition from which danger is 
threatened are now suddenly looked upon as 
worthy of consideration, and it often happens 
that these slogans, to the grèat astonishment 
of those who originally coined and circulated 
them, now appear to be quite harmless and 
indeed are to be found among the dogmas of 
the old parties. 


SOMETHING FOR EVERYBODY 


So the committees meet to revise the old 
programme and draw up a new one. For these 
people change their convictions just as the 
soldier changes his shirt in war — when the 
old one is bug-eaten. In the new programme 
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The words reprinted here were written in 
an earlier part of this century. Some 
readers may recognise their source and 
author, but this is less important than the 
validity the words have in our present era. 
As we witness, in particular, the current 
gyrations of the Labour Party in its efforts 
to make itself acceptable to the British 
electorate, we may be reminded that little 
has changed since these words were first 
put to paper ina different part of the world 
and in different times. 


everyone gets everything he wants. The 
farmer is assured that the interests of 
agriculture will be safeguarded. The 
industrialist is assured of protection for his 
profits. The consumer is assured that his 
interests will be protected in the market 
prices. Teachers are given higher salaries and 
civil servants will have better pensions. 
Widows and orphans will receive generous 
assistance from the state. Trade will be 


stupidity of the electorate, the struggle for 
what is called the reconstruction of the 
nation’ can now begin. 

When election day is over and the parlia- 
mentarians have held their last public meeting 
for the next five years, when they can leave 
their job of getting the populace to toe the line 


_ and can now devote themselves to higher and 


promoted. The tariff will be lowered and even — 


the taxes, though they cannot be entirely 
abolished, will be almost abolished. It 
sometimes happens that one section of the 
public is forgotten or that one of the demands 
mooted among the public has not reached the 
ears of the party. This is also hurriedly 


patched onto the whole, should there be any 


space available for it, until finally it is felt that 
there are good grounds for hoping that the 
whole normal host of philistines, including 
their wives, will have their anxieties laid to 
rest and will beam with satisfaction once 
again. And so, internally armed with faith in 
the goodness of God and the impenetrable 


more pleasing tasks — then the programme 
committee is dissolved and the struggle for 
the progressive reorganisation of public 
affairs becomes once again a business of 
earning one’s daily bread, which for the 
parliamentarians means merely the attend- 
ance that’is required in order to be able to 
draw their daily remunerations. Morning 
after morning, the honourable deputy wends 
his way to the House, and though he may not 
enter the Chamber itself he gets at least as far 
as the front hall, where he will find the 
register on which the names of the deputies in 
attendance have to be inscribed. As part of his 
onerous service to his constituents he enters 
his name, and in return receives a small 
indemnity as a well-earned reward for his 
unceasing and exhausting labours. 


REANIMATION 


When four years have passed, or in the 
meantime -if there should be some critical 
weeks during which the parliamentary 
corporations have to face the danger of being 
dissolved, these honourable gentlemen 
become suddenly seized by an irresistible 
desire to act. Just as the grub-worm cannot 
help growing into a cock-chafer, these parlia- . 
mentarian worms leave the great House of 
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PARLIAMENT 
Magnet for drones, cowards and self-seekers 
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Puppets and flutter on new wings out among 
their beloved public. They address the 
electors once again, give an account of the 
enormous labours they have accomplished 
and emphasise the malicious obstinacy of 
their opponents. They do not always meet 
with grateful applause; for occasionally the 
unintelligent masses throw rude and 
unfriendly remarks in their faces. When this 
spirit of public ingratitude reaches a certain 
pitch there is only one way of saving the 
situation. The prestige of the party must be 
burnished up again. The programme has to be 
amended. The committee is called into 
existence once again. And the swindle begins 
anew. Once we understand the impenetrable 
stupidity of our public we cannot be surprised 
that such tactics turn out successful. Led by 
the press and blinded once again by the 
alluring appearance of the new programme, 
the bourgeois as well as the proletarian herds 
of voters faithfully return to the common stall 
and re-elect their old deceivers. The 
‘people’s man’ and labour candidate now 
change back again into the parliamentarian 
grub and become fat and rotund as they batten 
on the leaves that grow on the tree of public 
life — to be retransformed into the glittering 
butterfly after another four years have passed. 


-NO BARRIER TO MARXISM 


Scarcely anything else can be so depressing 
as to watch this process in sober reality and to 
be the eye-witness of this repeatedly recurring 
fraud. On a spiritual training ground of that 
kind it is not possible for the bourgeois forces 
to develop the strength which is necessary to 
carry on the fight against the organised might 
of Marxism. Indeed they have never seriously 
thought of doing so. Though these 
parliamentary quacks who represent the white 
race are generally recognised as persons of 
quite inferior mental capacity, they are 
shrewd enough to know that they could not 
seriously entertain the hope of being able to 
use the weapon of Western Democracy to 
fight a doctrine for the advance of which 


THE MEN 
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‘Western Democracy, with all its accessories, 


is employed as a means to an end. Democracy 
is exploited by the Marxists for the purpose of 
paralysing their opponents and gaining for 
themselves a free hand to put their own 
methods into action. When certain groups of 
Marxists use all their ingenuity for the time 
being to make it be believed that they are 
inseparably attached to the principles of 
democracy, it may be well to recall the fact 
that when critical occasions arose these same 
gentlemen snapped their fingers at the 
principle of decision by majority vote, as that 
principle is understood by Western 
Democracy. Such was the case in those days 
when the bourgeois parliamentarians, in their 
monumental shortsightedness, believed that 
the security of the realm was guaranteed 
because it had an overwhelming numerical 
majority in its favour, and the Marxists did 
not hesitate suddenly to grasp supreme power 
in their own hands, backed by a mob of 
loafers, deserters, political place-hunters and 
WD dilettanti. That was a blow in the face 
for that democracy in which so many 
parliamentarians believed. Only those 
credulous parliamentary wizards 
represented bourgeois democracy could have 
believed that the brutal determination of those 
whose interest it is to spread the Marxist 
world-pest, of which they are the carriers, 
could for a moment, now or in the future, be 
held in check by the magical formulas of 


Western Parliamentarianism. Marxism will. 


march shoulder-to-shoulder with democracy 
until it succeeds indirectly in securing for its 
Own criminal purposes even the support of 
those whose minds are nationally orientated 
and whom Marxism strives to exterminate. 
But if the Marxists should one day come to 
believe that there was a danger that from this 
witch’s cauldron of our parliamentary 
democracy a majority vote might be 
concocted, which by reason of its numerical 
majority would be empowered to enact 
legislation and might use that power seriously 
to combat Marxism, then the whole 
parliamentary hocus-pocus would be at an 
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ACE OF 
COLLECTIVE DEFENCE 


end. Instead of appealing to the democratic 
conscience, the standard-bearers of the Red 
International would immediately send forth a 
furious rallying cry among the proletarian 
masses and the ensuing fight would not take 
place in the sedate atmosphere of Parliament 
but in the factories and the streets. Then 
democracy would annihilated forthwith. And 
what the intellectual prowess of the apostles 
who represented the people in Parliament had 
failed to accomplish would now be success- 
fully carried out by the crow-bar and the 
sledgehammer of the exasperated proletarian 
masses...At a blow. they would awaken the 
bourgeois world to see the madness of 
thinking that the WR drive towards world 
conquest can be effectively opposed by 
means of Western Democracy. 

As I have said, only a very credulous soul 
could think of binding himself to observe the 
rules of the game when he has to face a player 
for whom those rules are nothing but a mere 
bluff or a means of serving his own interests. 
which means that he will discard them when 
they prove no longer useful for his purpose. 

All the parties that profess so-called 
bourgois principles look upon political life as 
in reality a struggle for seats in Parliament. 
The moment their principles and convictions 
are of no further use in that struggle they are 
thrown overboard, as if they were sand and 
ballast. And the programmes are constructed 
in such a way that they can be dealt with in 
like manner. But such practice has a corres- 
pondingly weakening effect on the strength of 
those parties. They lack the great magnetic 
force which alone attracts the broad masses: 
for these masses always respond to the 
compelling force which emanates from 
absolute faith in the ideas put forward. 
combined with an indomitable zest to fight for 
and defend them. 


In two places in the preceding article, 
words have been blocked out out of the 
necessity to comply with the laws of censor- 
ship which forbid unfettered public 
comment on racial matters. 
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A.K. CHESTERTON, with a warning 30 years ago which is 


still valid today 


THOSE OF US who have become 
‘increasingly suspicious that armaments, 
instead of being the means of protecting the 
people from the imposition of alien wills, 
are in process of being made an instrument 
whereby those wills may be asserted, 
cannot find much comfort in the state- 
ments made by Defence Minister Strauss of 
the German Federal Government at the 


press conference he held last month to 


discuss the arming of the Bundeswehr. On 
the contrary, Herr Strauss may be said to 
have confirmed those suspicions when he 
declared that it is now ‘‘impossible for any 
single medium-sized or small nation to 
work by itself in the field of air weapons 


and rockets all the way from research to . 


mass production.’’ This he held to dispose 


of the question of whether .or not the 
Federal Republic wished to develop and 
produce guided missiles. ‘‘The answer 
clearly is No,’’ said the Minister. If 
Western Germany has no desire to 
produce guided missiles, then who desires 
to produce them for her and why? 

It is of course true that throughout history 
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THE MENACE OF 


COLLECTIVE DEFENCE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


there have been small nations unable to rival 
mighty neighbours in military strength and 
therefore dependent for survival upon some 
kind-of balance of power. But.can it seriously 
be argued that Western Germany, with her 
great and growing industrial strength, lacks 
the means of producing armaments for the 
defence of her own people? Is France 
similarly impotent? Does Great Britain suffer 
from the same disability to resist alien wills 
that might wish to intrude upon her affairs? 
We do not believe it. The myth. we are 
convinced, has been invented to beguile and 
betray us. 


WHAT REASONS? 


‘Because of technological developments 
and the military situation of European 
nations,’ asserts Herr Strauss, **we hold that 
all means of air defence can no longer be 
solved on a national basis.”’ It would have 
been interesting had the Minister given those 
reasons, and even more interesting. as 
national defence must seemingly be ruled out. 
had he said whom it is that has to be defended. 
“Furthermore, he continued, “it is to be 
stressed that all air-defence installations and 
equipment must be suited to European 
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conditions of research, development and 
production. Therefore we would like to see 
the most essential weapons and equipment 
standardised.” I am not sure to what the 
Minister referred when he spoke of ‘European 
conditions’. My geography taught me that 
Russia, Poland, Bulgaria, Rumania and 
Hungary, among other eastern lands, all 


_ belong to Europe and are presumably to be 


included in Herr Strauss’s specifications of 
research, development and production. Or 
are they not? 

Whatever the answer to that question, there 
can be no doubt about the meaning of a 
programme of standardisation. There would 
be no purpose in standardising equipment 
were it not intended that components and 
spares manufactured in one country should be 
available for use by another country. To the 
extent that the second country is dependent 
upon the first for those components and 
spares, to the same extent it is defenceless. 
The citizens who pay taxes for their 
protection are being fooled. They are being 
fooled in virtually the same way when their 
money is taken for the production of certain 
kinds of weapons, while weapons of more 
decisive effect are produced elsewhere. 

Let the position of Western Germany be 
further considered. ‘‘What can _ be 
contemplated for the Federal Republic?” 


asks Defence Minister Strauss. *‘Certainly 


anti-tank rockets and their further develop- 


ment, with in addition ground-air and air-air 
rockets, and ground-ground rockets which 
can take over the tasks carried out in the past 
by tactical aeroplanes, fighter-bombers and 
long-range artillery. With this list I am 
consciously expressing a limitation. It is a 
mistake to suppose that in the near or 
foreseeable future West Germany will either 
produce or purchase for the Bundeswehr 
medium-range rockets.’’ During the last ten 
years every discussion on defence has been 
crammed with references to deterrents as the 
supreme guarantee against war. Germans are 
now told that it is a mistake for them to 
Suppose that they are to possess deterrents. 


FOR WHOM DOES HE SPEAK? 


For whom does Herr Strauss speak? I can 
guess, but I do not know. What I do know is 
that he does not speak on behalf of a sovereign 
nation. No nation that is its own master — 
especially a nation like Germany, which 
suffers foreign troops in occupation of some 
of its provinces — would ever proclaim that it 
had renounced the one means whereby those 
provinces could be regained. Although I have 
quoted from the speech by Defence Minister 
Strauss, it should not on that account be 
thought that I have any interest, other than 
that of broad principle, in German 
sovereignty. What does very much concern 
me — indeed politically it concerns me to the 
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SIR: I would like to congratulate you on the 
high standards maintained by Spearhead and 
the tenacity with which, in spite of all 
discouragements, it comes on. And of course 
the same applies to its long-time Editor. 

Having recently spent a considerable time 
in Cornwall, I am surprised that the radical 
right spends so little time on that county. 

Cornwall has a high percentage of old 
people and retired generally, most of whom 
feel strongly about what has happened to our ` 
country. At the same time it has a high. 
proportion of young people, many of them 
unemployed and mostly unaffected by many 
of the unpleasant influences that permeate so 
much of upcountry youth. Latour is the third 
party there. Cornwall has one of the highest 
unemployment rates, yet one of the lowest 
crime rates, in the UK. So much for the theory 
that unemployment causes crime! 

Many people in Cornwall have South 
African connections, due to the many Cornish 
people who went to the mines in South 
Africa, and the Anglo-Rhodesian Society had 
more members in Cornwall than in any other 
area. 

A very high proportion of the councillors 
are independents — far more than in any other 
English local authority area. This should 
make it easier for new parties to break in. 

\ It was a Cornishman, John Trevisa, of St. 
Mellions, near Saltash, who led the campaign 
in the 14th century that led to English being 
restored as the national and official language 
after several centuries of Norman French. If 
properly organised, Cornwall could be the 
fountainhead of a new national revival. 
D.R. NEW 
London S.E.26 


(Editor’s note: We appreciate Mr. New’s 
sentiments concerning Cornwall and we 
agree with him in principle. He seems not 
to understand, however, that our 
movement can only organise and 
campaign in Cornwall if there are people 
there available to do the organising and 
campaigning — a Cornish BNP cannot be 
run from London. No-one is keener than 
we are to have a local party unit in 
Cornwall— and Devon, and North Wales, 
and Northern Ireland, and the Scottish 
Highlands and many other places — not to 
ignore Orkney, Shetland and the Isle of 
Man. But we will only have such units 
when local people come forward to create 


them. ) 


SIR: Appropos of Mr. R.M. Colby’s letter 
last month concerning the question of 
whether marxism is on its way out, this 
certainly is not the case with the weekly fare 
doled out to us on television. More and more 
of the films, plays, soaps, current affairs 
programmes and historical documentaries has 
a marxist content. Much of Britain’s present 
cultural life is today controlled by people of a 
marxist bent. 


Also, we must not forget that marxists are 


still in control of many important local 
authorities up and down the country. 

S.N. BAIRD (Mrs. ) 

Melton Mowbray, Leics. 


SIR: I liked especially your extended ‘What 
We Think’ feature last month. It would be a 
good idea if this became a fixture. However, 
would it not be better if the feature was 
continued on page 5 rather than further back? 
, F.L. BATES 

London S.E.9 


(Editor’s note: We are thinking about the 
idea, but of course the length of ‘What We 
Think’ month-to-month is regulated by the 
extent of topical issues requiring comment. 
It is agreed that it is better to have the WWT 
pages running consecutively, but the 
problem here is that the writing up of the 
pages is left to near the end of the 
preparation of each issue, so as to make 
them as topical as possible. In the 
meantime the other pages have been written 
up and pasted up.) 


SIR: Concerning your comment on Britain’s 


modest performance in the way of Olympic 
medals, we would of course have won less 
still had it not been for coloured athletes — 
although the contribution of these coloureds 
to our medal tally was not as great as expected 
(and no doubt hoped for) by the media. 

„By the way, when a black ‘British’ athlete 


is competing against a white German or 
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Russian who am I expected to root for? Or, to 

put it another way, how am I expected to feel 

national pride if the Black in the British vest 
comes first? 

D.W. KELLY 

Preston, Lancs. 


SIR: Is it not interesting that, as soon as some 
measure is introduced by the Government 
against the IRA — however feeble and 
indequate it may be — like the removal of the 
‘right to silence’ clause of the law affecting 
terrorist suspects on arrest, everyone in the 
Labour Party rushes to condemn such 
measures as gross violations of ‘freedom’ and 
‘citizen’s rights’. 

But do we hear these same Labour 
spokesmen and spokeswomen shouting in 
protest when the freedoms and rights of 
British Nationalists are violated — such as on 
the occasion of the imprisonment of John 
Tyndall and John Morse in 1986, the denial of 
the right of the BNP to march and hold a 
meeting in York last November, and the 
continual bans on the BNP hiring meeting 
halls up and down the country? Never! 

The left is only concerned, and only rises in 
righteous indigation, when the ‘rights’ of the 
enemies of Britain are curbed. When those 
who fight for Britain suffer violations of their 
rights, this of course is always perfectly 
acceptable. | 

H.T. WARNER 
Clacton, Essex 


SIR: Noel Hunt hit the nail on the head when 
he wrote last month about the way in which 
the nation is breeding more and more people 
who are genetically undesirable. The trouble 
is that we are in the grip of such a sickness of 
the mind that the measures needed to reverse 
this trend would be rejected by a large part of 
the population as ‘un-christian’ — and even 
‘nazi’! 
B.L. FORREST 
Sunbury-on-Thames, Middlesex 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR* (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 

W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
: THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, | 13pp. 

THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN |OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 


ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 


those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 
66pp. 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by calculat- 
ing one eighth the total value of the order. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders, and 
all cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
in remittances sent for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if the fact 


that they are intended for the BNP Book. 


Service is indicated on the envelope. New titles 
are marked with an asterisk. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 


. fields. 643pp. 
THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 


Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3. 50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for feur years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 


‘TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 


scholarly exposure of these cynical travesties of justice. 
1978, 68pp. _ 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 


£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 


American politicians, academics and media. Even those 


familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 


Have you read The 


Eleventh Hour yet? For 


prices see top of column 
one. 


BNP Book Service 
PO Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it. in the present 
century. 1982, 101 pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peopies, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 


Teview of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 


` 1986, 79pp 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public'expense. 1986, 48pp 


THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 


Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 
THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 6Ipp. 

THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides. an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, — 


‘but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of. 


the British National Party. 23p post-free. 
BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


BNP leaflets 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. - 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attácks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 

If only we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. i 
The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying tọ woo the people with 
patriotic slogans, while their policies underneath are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 

What’s the difference? Leaflet spotlighting the similar- 
ities between the policies of the Westminster parties over 
major issues, and the fact that only the BNP offers a real 
alternative. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 


Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
_charges of £2.35 for 1,000 and £2.75 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 


` us end it! Collage of riot photos. 


pose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 
She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
gag those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. i 
mnpm measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of each poster weighing 10g. 


BNP Stickers 

With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! : iid 
Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 


Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 
Stickers are self-adhesive, measuring 3.5in x 2.5in. 
Each contains BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. Price: £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


BNP badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anorak, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ’87. Three-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. ’ 

Price: £18.00 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally *82: Sound recording of BNP rally in London; 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


(Se rene 


PLEASE NOTE: The cassette recording 


‘Voices of Nationalism’, issued by BNP 
Recordings, has been withdrawn from 
distribution. Plans are being made to 
reproduce one side of the recording, John 
Tyndall’s talk on ‘The coming British 
Revolution’ on a new cassette in due 
course. 


BNP video 


Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall S HI: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on “Why we must repatriate ` 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(Discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall S IV. Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beermats, ball 


pens & other items 


BNP stickers with slogans:- 
(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the: 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive. with party logo, 
name and address. 
Prices: £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12.50 for 1,000. 
3-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive):- 
Prices: 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 2.5in diameter | 
£6.25 for 500. . 
Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
Snearhead magazine: £1.18 per 100 or £5 for roll of . 
00 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 

and party name and address in blue on white background. 

Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 

socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 

BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 

10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 

blue on each sheet. 7 notepad: £1 plus 24p p&p; 4 

notepads: £4 plus 85p p&p. 

BNP ball pens (mixed) all stamped with party name: 25 

for £5. : 

pe pencils (mixed) all stamped with party name: 30 for 
is 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
B.N.P. l 

(Orders with cash to: PO Box 116, 
Liverpool LS9 1SH) À 
More BNP ball pens 

Ball pens bearing the slogan: ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


x * * 


Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 


Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. North America to: PO 
Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. South 
Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. Behind the 
News is a must for your reading table. 


The Thunderbolt 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 


- patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 


Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 
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BUILDING OBTAINED AT LAST! 


AFTER YEARS of appealing and promising, the British 
National Party is delighted to announce the acquis- 


ition of a building in the London area which will serve 


as the party bookshop and contact point for members, 
enquiries and activity. 

This achievement has been made possible by the 
help of loyal supporters over the years, who have 
contributed generously and regularly to the party's 
Building Fund. Through the columns of this magazine, 
the party takes this opportunity to thank all those who 
have donated money to make this project possible. 
Well done, everybody! 

The process by which the building has been 
obtained is not exactly the same as that intended 
when the fund was launched. It had been the original 
plan for the party itself to buy a building in the 
London area with the aid of a bank loan based on a 50 
per-cent deposit. As our enquiries about properties 
proceeded, however, it became clear that it would be 
a long time before enough money would be raised to 
acquire premises with the amenities necessary for our 
purpose. 

Fortuitously, however, fate came to our aid when 
certain circumstances put a premises at our disposal 
on terms extremely favourable to the party and with 
security of tenure as solid as any that could be hoped 
for short of the party owning the premises itself. The 


party leadership judged that it would be right to take 
this opportunity, and it did so. 

For reasons of security, it is not possible yet to 
disclose the precise location of the premises, nor 
other details of the arrangement under which the 
party has acquired it. This will remain the position for 
2-3 months until the building can be opened. 

The money that has been contributed to the 
Building Fund will be used to ensure that the party is 
able to meet all its commitments in respect of running 
expenses for the building for the next three or four 
years — after which time we are confident that regular 
party income generated by this new asset will be 
sufficient for the purpose. 

In the meantime, we are closing the old Building 
Fund. A new Building Fund is now being opened with 
a target of £5,000, the purpose of which will be to meet : 
expenses involved in fitting and equipping the 
building so as to ensure that it will be used with 
maximum efficiency and given the best possible 
security. Party members will be providing some free 
services to do the work necessary in this connection, 
but some expenditure will naturally have to be made 
on materials and various equipment. 

The new Building Fund starts from this month and, 
as in the past, we will provide readers with regular 
progress reports. 


OBITUARY 


DR. PETER PEEL 


It is with great sadness that we must inform 
our readers of the death of Dr. Peter H. Peel, a 
regular contributer to our letter column and a 
member of the British National Party living in 
the United States. 

Dr. Peel was born in Berkshire in 1920 and 
was a very young member of Sir Oswald 
Mosley’s British Union. When war came he 


served in the RAF and attained the rank of 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist ıs a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 37p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.42 (British Isles) or 
£6 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are aS 
follows:- 


10 copies £2.00 + 52p post 

25 copies £4.50 + £1.70 post 

50 copies £8.00 + £2.10 post 
100 copies £14.00 + £2.80 post 
150 copies £20.00 + £3.00 post 
200 copies £25.00 + £3.45 post 
300 copies £35.00 + £4.00 post 
400 copies £44.00 + £5.00 post 
500 copies £53.00 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £103.00 ) by Roadline 


` Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 
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Flight Lieutenant.: After the war he took up 
acting as a career and moved to California, 
where he obtained some small parts in 
Hollywood films of the 1950s and 1960s. 
Later Peter Peel obtained a doctorate at a 
university in the United States and became a 
college lecturer. He retained the political 
views that led him to join British Union, and 
helped the BNP as much as he could from his 
American abode. By arrangement with our 
Editor, it had been his plan eventually to 
resettle in Britain and to give the remaining 
years of his life to helping the BNP. Last year 


opportunity to 


he came over on a visit with a view to 
assessing his chances of obtaining a home and 
part-time employment in this country, and we 
were delighted to have him address thc BNP 
party rally in October. 

Last month Dr. Peel was visiting St. Louis, 
Missouri, when he collapsed at the airport and 
died before reaching hospital. 

In Peter Peel was have lost a valiant 
nationalist and a true friend. We take this 
express our deepest 
sympathies to his widow Judith and his son 
Alan in their tragic loss. 


WHY THEY ARE ALL 


AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA 
(Contd. from page 8) 


the fact that the Blacks were disenfranchised. 
Her sole worry was — ostensibly — that 
British miners were denied the vote. Her 
ostensible reason for interference then was a 
desire for ‘democracy’ for these miners. But 
the real reason, as President Kruger 
percipiently noted, was that the British ‘‘want 
our country.” Britain then wanted South 
Africa for herself (in reality for the inter- 
national financial interests that, even then, 
wielded great influence over British Govern- 
ment). 
spittle, Britain serves the purposes of the 
Communist International (yes, even though 
she has a Tory Government!). This is the real 
reason for the undeclared war against South 


- Africa. The mask of solicitude for the rights 


of the Blacks, and the pretence of concern for 


Today, a craven communist lick- 


‘democracy’, are merely to delude the 
gullible masses. South Africa is white- 
controlled and intends, we must hope, to 
remain so. The Soviets and the ‘useful idiots’ 
in the West who work for them will not rest 
until South Africa is destroyed. 


THE TALKING SHOPS, 1988 


(Contd. from page 10) 
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nationalism, who have laid their personal 
security upon the altar of our country, could 
have had comfortable lives and assured 
success in any one of the mainstream parties? 
Yet those people chose honourably to serve 
the greatest cause: the cause of the British 
people. The time will come when these 
leaders’ personal dedication and the truth of 
the nationalist philosophy will be recognised 
by the people of this country. Then we must 
be ready to implement our stated policies for ` 
national reconstruction. 


London rally one of best ever 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY held 
one of its most successful rallies ever when its 
supporters met in London on Saturday, 
October 22nd. About 200-220 people 
crowded into the hall to attend a magnificent 
meeting, which ended with tremendous 
enthusiasm and with a collection raising 
£1,749. 

The rally, which was extremely well staged 
and presented, began with an excellent 
speech by Ian Sloan on advertising and 
promoting the BNP. This was followed by a 
lively and, at times, extremely humorous 
speech by Glasgow representative Gus 
McLeod. Mr. McLeod’s principal theme was 
the promotion of the BNP in Scotland and 
Northern Ireland, but his narrative of some of 
the encounters between the BNP and its 
opponents and the local ‘establishment’ in 
Glasgow had the audience in stitches. In one 
section of his speech he described how the 
‘Scottish Campaign Against Fascism’ 
organised a protest march against a BNP rally 
in Glasgow a week after the rally took place, 
so that BNP supporters themselves were able 
to witness the march. ‘‘Unfortunately, we 
stood where the wind was coming at us from 
the same direction as the marchers,” Mr. 
McLeod said, ‘‘so that the smell was 
appalling.” 

David Bruce followed afterwards with his 
National Organiser’s report. In this he praised 
the most successful and enterprising of the 
party’s branches, giving particular credit to 
Loughton (Essex) branch, which has been the 
outstanding party unit of the year. Mr. Bruce 
stressed the importance of regular literature 
distribution and fund-raising, and said that in 
the coming year he would be monitoring the 
performance of branches and groups in this 
field with particular thoroughness. 

John Wood, from Sheffield, followed and 
gave a very lively speech in his familiar 
aggressive style, saying that the way things 
were going it would not be long before British 
electors in many areas would have a choice 
between a black Labour candidate and an 
Asian representing the Tories. 

At this point, the audience was given a rest 
from politics for a short while as Archie 
Wilson, an old nationalist stalwart and ex- 
professional entertainer, told a series of jokes 
that provided hilarious relief from the more 
serious aspects of the proceedings. 

After a short interval, Richard Edmonds 


spoke and dwelt on the familar theme of paper 
selling, which he stressed some branches 
were doing very well but others were doing 
inadequately. He also spoke about the 
importance of breaking new ground by 
organising trips of activists to areas not so far 
touched by the party. One vital need, Mr. 
Edmonds said, is for the BNP, wherever, it 
went, to show itself to be in control of the 
Situation and never to look weak. 

David Bruce, as is customary, appealed for 
a collection. Beginning his ‘Dutch auction’ 
by saying: ‘“Who is prepared to give £100?”’. 
he was interrupted by two people who had 
planned to give £200! In addition to this, one 
party member from Mr. Bruce’s area, who 
wished not to be mentioned but who must be 
greatly thanked, put in £300! In the end, a 
magnificent collection raised the figure stated 
earlier in this report. After meeting expenses 
have been paid, the balance will go to the 
new Building Fund. In this connection, the 
party’s acquisition of its long-awaited 
building was announced by Richard Edmonds 
and was greeted with tremendous enthus- 
iasm. 

Then came another diversion from politics 
when Debden group, a sub-division of 
Loughton Branch, were announced as the 
winners of a five-a-side football competition, 
and John Tyndall presented the trophy to 
Steve Turnell, the winning team’s captain. 
The team has issued a challenge to all BNP 
units and this has been taken up by Glasgow 
Branch, who will meet Debden in Glasgow 
on the weekend of the St. Andrew’s Day rally 
on the 19th of this month. 

John Tyndall made the final speech of the 
rally. He told the audience that for the forsee- 
able future Mrs. Thatcher and ‘Thatcherism’ 
would be the dominant political force in 
Britain, with the rest nowhere. Thatcherism 
was therefore the principal enemy. He then 
gave some time to exposing the poverty of 
Thatcherite politics, with their emphasis on 
the ‘everyone-for-himself’ society, which he 
contrasted with the BNP ideal of a national 
community. Eventually, Mr. Tyndall said, 
there will come a mighty backlash against 
Thatcherism when people see the economic, 
social and ecological ruin it is bringing to 
Britain. With the paucity of serious oppos- 
ition, he said, the BNP will have the chance to 
lead that backlash — if in the meantime it uses 
its resources intelligently and builds its party 


machine up, one Step at a time. and does not 
dissipate its strength trying to achieve what is 
not immediately possible. 

Mr. Tyndall then went on to contrast the 
nationalist conception of Britain with~the 
Thatcher conception. Hw raised the biggest 
response of the day when he said that. unlike 
the Government, nationalists believed that 
the only way to deal with terrorism in this 
country was to *‘meet terror with terror. `’ 

The meeting was ably chaired by Leicester 
Organiser John Peacock, and an enjoyable 
social was held in the evening afterwards. 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the local 
addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 

PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
LOUGHTON 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 3BU 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 
EAST MIDLANDS 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL — 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WIRRAL 

PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 

WEST YORKSHIRE 
PO Box BR 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
SOUTH YORKSHIRE 

PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
CLEVELAND 

PO Box 67, Middlesborough TSI 4YY’ 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 ILP 
SCOTLAND , 


PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, 
Brierley Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, 
Nottingham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Halifax, Wakefield, 
Sheffield, Darlington, Sunderland and Cumbria. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP 
Head Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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THE MENACE OF 


COLLECTIVE DEFENCE 
(Contd. from page 14) 


exclusion of all else — is the retention of 
British sovereignty. Although no British 
Defence Minister has spoken as frankly on the 
subject as did Herr Strauss, there is no doubt 
that our own ‘list’ expresses a similar 
limitation. It has long been clear that United 
States pressures exerted on our policy have 
resulted in a concentration, on land, at sea and 
in the air. on tactical rather than strategical 
weapons. The recent ‘Sandys reforms’ 
emphasised this fact. As a result of submitt- 
ing to such pressures, our politicians have 
placed us in a position wherein we must be 
overwhelmed in any major war in which the 
United States does not participate. Their 
action is the more unforgivable in that the 
American pressures could have been resisted, 
which was shown by Britain’s development 
of her own nuclear weapons in defiance of 
internationalist policy. Bernard Baruch is on 
record as saying to Voroshilov that the 
Russians and Americans were ‘fools’ for not 
protecting their monopoly while it was still 
theirs. Had we built an all-round force, 
however small, and had the French and the 
Germans followed the same line, then beyond 
doubt Western Europe in an alliance between 
sovereign states could have become very 
largely independent of the striking power of 
the United States, much to the good of the 
world’s health. 

When quoting Herr Strauss, I asked whom 
it was that had to be defended, so far as 
Western Germans are concerned, if not 
Western Germany. The same sort of question 
can and should be asked of British defence 
and of French defence. Although _ less 
Obviously, it could even be asked of 
American defence. The stock answer is glib 
= enough — the members of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation. Those who give the 
answer perhaps genuinely believe that there is 
a real entity answering to this name, and that 
it is endowed with its own brain and its own 
power of decision. The second part of the 
belief at any rate is wildly untrue. NATO is a 
projection of the military strength and 
organisation of the United States of America. 


Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
~ LONDON SE23 2LS 
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Hence it follows that the United States 
provides it with its dynamism and its will. 
However, scores of millions of people do not 
exercise power; that is reserved for a handful, 
perhaps behind the scenes for one single man. 
That man or that handful of men is respons- 
ible for the decision announced by Herr 
Strauss as if it were his own. That man or that 
handful of men is responsible for Britain’s 
dwindling military might. That man or that 
handful of men is responsible for the shape 
and size of the French forces. The facts would 
be difficult enough to stomach were we 
assured of the benignity of that man or of that 
handful of men. But we have no such 
assurance. That man or that handful of men 
was behind the scenes at Yalta carving out the 
world between the USA and the Soviet 
Union, with his or their personal sympathy 
running strongly on the Communist side. 
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Why can't the 


THE FLAG, newspaper of the National 
Front faction generally known by that name, 
is atit again! On page 4 of its September issue 
it features a report headlined ‘Battle of 
Holloway’ and sub-headed ‘32 arrests as NF 
confronts IRA’. The report goes on to claim 
that pro-IRA marchers proceeding through 
Holloway, in North London, on August 6th 
‘came up against a large counter-demon- 
stration of National Front members and other 
patriots.’ Nae 

The affix ‘other patriots’ at the end of this 
line is touching — for in fact these other 
patriots consisted predominantly of members 
of the British National Party, who 
outnumbered NF personnel present on the 
occasion by three or four to one. Our report is 
that it was the BNP members who in fact 
attacked the pro-IRA marchers, while a small 


WISHFUL THINKING 
The heading of the 
report in the NF paper 


Find out about the British National Party 


“BATTLE OF 
; HOLL 


32 Arrests as NF Confro 


Our means of defence are thus not 
defensive, but a very dangerous and hideous 
delusion of protection. where no protection 
exists. We believe that it is the intention of 
Macmillan and the other Baruchian stooges 
meeting in Paris this month to carry out 
measures which will make impossible the 
task of any nation seeking to return to reality. 
We must alert our every sense to deal with the 
menace. 


This’ article was first printed in 
CANDOUR newsletter on the 6th 
December 1957. We reproduce it because it 
deals with a theme that is thoroughly 
topical and relevant to today’s world. The 
author died in 1973, but CANDOUR can 
still be obtained from Forest House, Liss 
Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. : 


y stick to the truth? 


NF contingent stood on the sideline holding 
picket boards and confining themselves to 
verbal opposition. 

The report in The Flag ends with the 
amazing claim that “‘once again the only 
political party to organise direct opposition to 
the IRA marchers was the National Front...’ 
Those BNP activists who were involved in, 
and bore the brunt of, this action will surely 
be tickled by this piece of chutzpah from The 
Flag. In terms of adherence to principles of 
factual reporting, this item is on about the 
same level as the claims made, earlier this 
year, that certain high-ranking BNF 
personnel had defected to the NF ‘Flag’ group 
— an allegation which was later proved, on 
the testimony of one such person claimed to 
have been involved, as downright lying 
nonsense. 


WA Y 


ts I.R.A. 


